Table 8--Receipts of Producer Milk and Related Statistics, by Federal Milk Order Marketing Area, June 2003, with Comparisons

Federal Milk Order Order Number of Producers Receipts of Producer Milk A];/:lr;gee D;ily Component Test of Producer Milk 1/ Somatic Cell
Marketing Area Number Total Change from 2003 2002 Change from Pro dl?;erer Butterfat Noqfat Protein Otber Count 1/
Prev. Year Prev. Year Solids Solids

Count Million pounds Percent Pounds Percent Thousand
Northeast 001 16,135 -893 2,002 2,135 -6.2 4,137 3.63 8.66 2.95 5.71 -
Appalachian 005 3,516 =704 546 574 -4.9 5,179 3.56 - - - -
Southeast 007 4,364 -344 567 651 -13.0 4,327 3.52 - - - -
Florida 006 302 49 241 216 11.8 26,625 3.47 - - - -
Mideast 3/ 033 10,253 -1,272 1,430 1,629 -12.2 4,649 3.59 8.69 2.97 5.73 348
Upper Midwest 2/ 3/ 030 15,553 1,990 1,933 1,546 25.1 4,143 3.60 8.69 2.95 5.74 326
Central 2/3/ 032 7,748 -2,011 1,406 1,587 -11.4 6,049 3.55 8.70 2.95 5.75 324
Southwest 126 948 56 885 839 5.4 31,104 3.50 8.68 2.94 5.73 312
Arizona-Las Vegas 131 106 -4 262 256 23 82,486 3.54 --- --- --- ---
Western 135 858 66 605 510 18.7 23,516 3.48 8.68 2.97 5.71 -
Pacific Northwest 3/ 124 903 -69 620 668 -7.2 22,893 3.57 8.68 2.97 5.71 -
All Markets Combined 4/ 60,686 -3,136 10,498 10,612 -1.1 5,766 3.57 8.68 2.96 5.73 328

1/ Figures for components other than butterfat are available only for those orders with the component pricing system for paying producers.

Figures for Somatic Cell Count are available only for those orders which adjust producer payments for this item.

2/ Handlers in these marketing areas elected not to pool milk in 2002 due to disadvantageous class and uniform price relationships.

3/ Handlers in these marketing areas elected not to pool milk in 2003 due to disadvantageous class and uniform price relationships.
4/ May not add due to rounding. Figures for Component Test and Somatic Cell Count are the weighted average of the individual market figures.
The weighting factors are the applicable pounds in total producer milk receipts.




